CHEMISTRY   IN   AMERICA
votaries of antiquity may ascribe to the Egyptians, we cannot consider them as having made any great progress in it. It is true they had carried on some of the practical parts of it, such as the working of metals, imitating precious stones, and painting on glass, to a considerable degree of perfection; yet they do not appear to have possessed any knowledge of its general principles. It was as yet confined to the forge of the smith and the workshop of the lapidary; and they expected their processes to terminate favourably only because their predecessors, who perhaps were taught by some happy accident, promised them success. Their priests, indeed, pretended to extensive knowledge in this as well as in every other science, but as they have left us no data by which we can judge of their knowledge, we are led to believe that in these pretensions, as well as to those in great sanctity, their object was merely to gain an ascendency over weak minds. The simplest ideas represented by their hieroglyphick characters were converted by the eye of IGNORANCE, who venerates everything she does not understand, into the most sublime truths. Hence, arose the idea that these priests, who perhaps understood little more than how to delude a superstitious, ignorant people, were possessed of a knowledge of all the arcana of nature.
Nor need we be surprised that this was the case in those dark ages, when even in this enlightened century men are found weak enough to spend their time in the solution of ancient fables, in search of truths which are only to be discovered by contemplating the works of nature, and who have the effrontery to declare that in these puerilities they can easily discern that the ancients were possessed of a knowledge of almost all that the moderns have thought themselves the discoverers. So far, indeed, has this blind attachment to antiquity been carried that it need not excite your surprise, if some of these fabulous commentators, more deeply learned than his fellow la-
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